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The Virginia Capital Case Clearinghouse
A Special Project of
'Washington and Lee University School of Law
Lexington, VA 24450
This issue of the Capital Defense Digest introduces to many
in the Virginia Bar a new project of the Washington and Lee
University School of Law, the Virginia Capital Case Clear-
inghouse. Some Virginia lawyers have already had a first hand
introduction-the Clearinghouse has been actively involved in
more than a dozen capital cases since it began during the sum-
mer of 1988.
In the future we plan to publish two issues of the Digest
each semester during the school year. However, since this issue
was necessarily delayed while we worked on organizing a new
project, and since publication comes late in the semester, this
first issue will be a combined edition incorporating the material
that normally would have been published as two separate issues.
The Capital Case Clearinghouse is a special project of the
law school, and exists to assist attorneys who are defending in-
dividuals charged in Virginia with having committed capital
murder. The Clearinghouse is divided into two sections accor-
ding to function. The Research Section, consisting of two third-
year and three second-year law students, does case-specific
research, writes memoranda of law, prepares sample motions
and briefs and advises on issues of law and strategy specific to
capital cases, both at trial to determine guilt and at the sentenc-
ing phase to provide mitigation evidence that might reduce a
death sentence to life imprisonment. The service is available
without cost to any attorney defending a person charged in
Virginia with capital murder. As we become better known and
requests for services increase, we expect that priority will be
given to solo practitioners, then to small firms with limited
resources, then to firms having relatively more resources, and
finally to any attorney who asks for our help notwithstanding
size of firm or resources available as our own staffing and time
constraints allow.
The Resource Section, which has an identical staffing pat-
tern, publishes the bi-monthly Capital Defense Digest and col-
lects and catalogs information relating to the death penalty,
summarizes United States and Virginia Supreme Court caes
and cases from the U.S. Fourth Circuit Court of Appeals for
publication in the Digest, and articles by students and others.
The section will also prepare and offer to the bar a continuing
legal education program geared to the defense of capital cases.
Both sections are under the direct supervision of William S.
Geimer, Associate Professor of Law and Director of the Capital
Case Clearinghouse.
The Clearinghouse project as a whole is geared toward pro-
viding assistance to the defense of persons charged with capital
crimes. It is the goal of the Digest to provide accurate analysis
of the cases and the state of the law to the end that everyone
may look to the Digest as a ready reference to the current law
relating to the death penalty as it exists in the Commonwealth
of Virginia. The Digest will, in future issues, track defendants
charged with capital murder, those convicted and sentenced,
those on death row, and the number of actual executions.
We invite your comments and suggestions as we strive to
build a program that will be of use to judges and practitioners
of the Criminal Law of the Virginia Bar while upholding the
reputation for academic excellence and scholqrship that is en-
joyed by Washington and Lee University School of Law.
